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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Application Number 09/771 133 received on 26 
January 2001. 

2. Claims 1-41 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2, 16, 32, 39, 40, and 41 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cheng (U.S. Patent Number 6,067,548). 

3. Regarding claims 1,16, 32, 39, 40, and 41, Cheng discloses a computer- 
implemented method for managing tasks, the method comprising steps of: 

accessing a first server from a client (Cheng, col. 18, lines 18-20); 

retrieving by the first server status information associated with tasks stored on a 
database for display to the client (Cheng, col. 18, lines 20-35, Cheng teaches retrieving 
and displaying task information from the database); 

receiving an instruction for managing the tasks (Cheng, col. 18, lines 30-35, 
Cheng teaches authenticated users being able to manage tasks), 

responsive to the instruction received, generating updates to the status 
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information (Cheng, col. 18, lines 33-35, Cheng teaches updating the task information); 
and 

providing the status information as updated for display at the client (Cheng, col. 
18, lines 33-34, Cheng teaches project and task management screens). 

4. Regarding claim 2, Cheng discloses the limitations, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 1, including the step of encapsulating functions associated with the 
tasks as programmable objects (Cheng, col. 18, line 34-36, Cheng teaches task 
objects). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-9, 11-15, 17-21, 24-30, and 33-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

as being unpatentable over Cheng (U.S. Patent Number 6,067,548) in view of Hayashi 

(U.S. Patent Number 6,026,365). 

5. Regarding claim 3, Cheng discloses the limitations, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 1. Cheng also discloses each object having attributes (Cheng, col. 4, 
lines 5-20). However, Cheng does not disclose wherein the tasks comprise a plurality 
of attributes selected from a group comprising a description, a completion date, a 
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priority indicator, a duration indicator, an originator, and an assignee. In an analogous 
art of networking, Hayashi discloses a workflow support system that stores task 
information including a description, start/completion/deadline, and assignee (Hayashi, 
col. 5, lines 60-67). Therefore it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine Cheng with Hayashi to provide a dynamic 
workflow support system that allows the user to refer to and to trace the history and 
progress state of control information for each task (Hayashi, see Abstract). 

6. Regarding claim 4, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 3, including wherein the step of generating updates to 
the status information comprises tracking a completion date associated with at least one 
of the tasks (Hayashi, col. 6, lines 10-20). Cheng and Hayashi do not explicitly state 
determining a failure to complete the at least one task by the completion date 
corresponding thereto and providing notification of the failure. However, it would have 
been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art to provide notification of failure of 
completion of the tasks since the user interface of Hayashi displays the current status of 
each task (Hayashi, Fig. 6). See motivation for claim 3. 

7. Regarding claim 5, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 4, including wherein providing notification comprises the 
sub-steps of: 

determining an assignee having responsibility for completing the task for which 
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failure was determined (Hayashi, Fig. 6); and 

forwarding a notification to a manager associated with the assignee (Hayashi, 
Fig. 6). See motivation for claim 3. 

8. Regarding claim 6, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 3, including the steps of: 

determining whether a user instruction is associated with an authorized user 
(Hayashi, col. 4, lines 30-55, Hayashi teaches a private environment wherein the 
system is not opened to the network, which implies that users are authorized before 
using the system. Hayashi also teaches a shared environment the shared database is 
controlled by the group members); and 

responsive to a determination that the user instruction is associated with an 
authorized user, modifying the status information based on the user instruction 
(Hayashi, col. 5, line 60 through col. 6, line 22, Hayashi teaches when a user signs in to 
use the system, the status information is set). See motivation for claim 3. 

9. Regarding claim 7, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 1, including modifying the status information based on 
the user instruction and storing modified status information in the database (Hayashi, 
col. 5, line 60 through col. 6, line 22, Hayashi teaches when a user signs in to use the 
system, the status information is set). See motivation for claim 3. 
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10. Regarding claim 8, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 7, including wherein the step of modifying the 

status information comprises the sub-steps of: 

determining a class associated with a group of tasks (Hayashi, Fig. 6 and col. 4, 
lines 30-55, Hayashi teaches a shared environment wherein members of a group have 
separate tasks); 

verifying that the class includes a parameter enabling modification of the status 
information (Hayashi, Fig. 6, Hayashi teaches a status field); and 

responsive to verification that the class includes a parameter enabling 
modification, modifying the status information in accordance with the parameter 
(Hayashi, Fig. 6, Hayashi teaches a status field, When the status of the task changes, 
the field is modified). See motivation for claim 3. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 9, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 8, including wherein the class is selected from a group 
comprising users, managers, and administrators (Hayashi, Fig. 6 and col. 4, lines 30-55, 
Hayashi teaches a shared environment wherein members of a group have separate 
tasks). See motivation for claim 3. 

12. Regarding claim 1 1 , Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 9, including the step of assigning tasks to a selected user 
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(Hayashi, col. 6, lines 1-5, Hayashi teaches setting the 'person-in-charge' field, who is in 
charge of the task). See motivation for claim 3. 

13. Regarding claim 12, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 9, including wherein the status information indicates to 
the users the tasks to be completed (Hayashi, Fig. 6 and col. 6, lines 17-21). See 
motivation for claim 3. 

14. Regarding claim 13, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 9, including wherein the status information indicates to 
the managers the tasks that are overdue (col. 6, lines 17-21 ). See motivation for claim 
3. 

15. Regarding claim 14, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 1 , including wherein the user instruction is selected from 
a group comprising an update to a task, and creation of a new task (Hayashi, col. 5, 
lines 60 through col. 6, line 21). 

16. Regarding claim 15, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 1, including: 

maintaining a representation of the status information on the first server (Fig. 6); 
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modifying the status information with the updates (Cheng, col. 18, lines 18-35); 

and 

storing the modified status information to the database (Cheng, col. 18, lines 18- 

35). 

17. Regarding claim 17, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 16, including transferring the combined 
presentation to a client computer for display (Hayashi, col. 4, lines 5-35). 

18. Regarding claim 18, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 16, including storing the status information 

modified by the updated information on the database (Cheng, col. 18, lines 8-35). 

19. Regarding claim 19, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 17, including wherein the status information comprises a 
plurality of tasks and a plurality of anomalies (Cheng, col. 1 8, lines 8-35). 

20. Regarding claim 20, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 19, including: 

assigning a completion date to a first one of the tasks (Hayashi, col. 6, lines 15- 

20); 

determining whether the first one of the tasks was completed by the completion 
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date (Hayashi, col. 6, lines 15-20); 

indicating that the first one of the tasks is an incomplete task if it is determined 
that the first one of the tasks was not completed by the completion date (Hayashi, col. 6, 
lines 15-20 and Fig. 6, Hayashi teaches a status field that indicates the status of the 
task); and 

providing notification of the incomplete task to an additional account for initiating 
follow up (Hayashi, col. 6, lines 15-20 and Fig. 6, Hayashi teaches a status field that 
indicates the status of the task to any users on the system). 

21 . Regarding claim 21 , Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 20, including wherein the step of providing notification of 
the incomplete 

task comprises the sub-steps of: 

determining a user associated with the account having responsibility for 
completing the incomplete task ((Hayashi, col. 6, lines 1-5, Hayashi teaches setting the 
'person-in-charge' field, who is in charge of the task); and 

transmitting the notification to the additional account assigned to a manager 
associated with the user (Hayashi, col. 6, lines 15-20 and Fig. 6, Hayashi teaches a 
status field that indicates the status of the task to any users on the system). 
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22. Regarding claim 24, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 19, including wherein the step of receiving the status 
information associated with the account comprises the sub-steps of: 

extracting state information from the instruction (Cheng, col. 18, lines 18-35); and 
determining whether a user-defined display format is associated with the state 
information exists (Hayashi, col. 6, lines 15-20 and Fig. 6). 

23. Regarding claim 25, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 24, including responsive to determining that the user- 
defined display format exists, retrieving 

the user-defined display format from the database (Cheng, col. 18, lines 18-35, Cheng 
teaches users being able to add, delete, and update their information from the 
database); and 

determining whether the user-defined display format is associated with one or 
more of the tasks and the anomalies (Cheng, col. 18, lines 18-35, Cheng teaches users 
being able to add, delete, and update project and task information from the database). 

24. Regarding claim 26, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 25, including incorporating the user-defined display 
format with the tasks and the anomalies in the combined presentation in response to the 
user-defined display format being associated with the tasks and the anomalies (Cheng, 
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col. 18, lines 18-35, Cheng teaches that users can modify their displayed personal 
information). 

25. Regarding claim 27, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 25, including incorporating a default display format in the 
combined presentation responsive to the user-defined display format being un- 
associated with the tasks and the anomalies (Cheng, col. 18, lines 18-35, Cheng 
teaches that the screens are designed for displaying and updating the information). 

26. Regarding claim 28, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 24, including 

responsive to determining that the user-defined display format does not exist, 
retrieving a default display format from a server (Cheng, col. 18, line 29-31); and 
extracting the tasks and the anomalies associated with the user from the database 
(Cheng, col. 18, lines 18-35). 

27. Regarding claim 29, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 28, including incorporating the tasks and 

the anomalies extracted with the default display format in the combined presentation 
(Hayashi, Fig 6). 
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28. Regarding claim 30, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 16, including wherein the combined presentation 
includes at least one form for representing the status information (Hayashi, Fig 6). 

29. Regarding claim 33, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 32, including wherein the information displayed 

is selected from a group comprising tasks to be completed, and anomalies that are 
incomplete (Hayashi, Fig 6). 

30. Regarding claim 34, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 33, including assigning each of the tasks a serial number 
and identifying each of the tasks by the serial number corresponding thereto when the 
information is received (Hayashi, col. 18, lines 18-35, Hayashi discloses storing all task 
information in a database, in which each field inherently has an identification key). 

31. Regarding claim 35, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 32, including 

selecting an order in which the information is displayed (Cheng, col. 18, lines 30- 
35, Cheng teaches that users can modify project and task information). 

32. Regarding claim 36, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 33, including wherein the account is associated with a 
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user selected from a group comprising users, managers, and administrators (Hayashi, 
Fig. 6 and col. 4, lines 30-55, Hayashi teaches a shared environment wherein members 
of a group have separate tasks). 

33. Regarding claim 37, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 36, including wherein step of modifying the information 
with updates includes a user defining an anomaly associated with the work low 
information (Cheng, col. 18, lines 30-35, Cheng teaches that users can modify project 
and task information). 

34. Regarding claim 38, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 37, including wherein the step of modifying the 
information with updates includes a manager assigning at least one of the users the 
anomaly for rectification (Cheng, col. 18, lines 30-35, Cheng teaches that users can 
modify project and task information). 

Claims 10, 22, 23, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cheng (U.S. Patent Number 6,067,548) in view of Hayashi (U.S. 
Patent Number 6,026,365) as applied to claims 2-9 above, and further in view of 
obviousness. 
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35. Regarding claim 10, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claim 9. Hayashi also teaches a private environment, wherein 
a user has control of the system (Hayashi, col. 4, lines 10-36). However, Cheng and 
Hayashi do not explicitly state associating access permission with the parameter by an 
administrator. It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to include access permission by an administrator of the system in order to 
provide a user with control of the group members. 

36. Regarding claims 22, 23, and 31, Cheng and Hayashi disclose the limitations, 
substantially as claimed, as described in claims 16 and 19. Cheng also discloses only 
authorized users being able to use the system (col. 18, lines 30-35). Cheng and 
Hayashi do not explicitly state receiving a user identification number and a password 
from the instruction, accessing the database to authenticate the user identification 
number and the password, and responsive to the user identification number and the 
password being authenticated, enabling access to the account, and generating an error 
message for display on the client computer responsive to the user identification number 
and the password being unauthenticated. However, it would have been obvious to one 
in the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that an authorized user, as 
Cheng discloses, would require an identification and password to be considered 
authorized, for the benefit of having a secure system where only users of the system, 
and not unauthorized users, have access to add, delete, and update project and task 
objects and status (Cheng, col. 18, lines 34-36). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

He (U.S. Patent Number 5,944,824) discloses a user authenticated system and 
method to sign on to a network requiring a user identification and password, which is 
stored in a database and checked at sign-on. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (703)305- 
8756. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on (703)308-5221 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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